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Detailed Action 

1 . This office action is in response to an AMENDMENT entered May 18, 2007 for 
the patent application 10/690328 filed on October 21 , 2003. 

2. All previous Office Actions are fully incorporated into this Non-Final Office Action 
by reference. 

Status of Claims 

3. Claims 1 -31 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. Claims 1, 8-14, 21-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably 
convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application 
was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. These claims contain the words 
'meanings' and/or 'concepts'. The specification fails to disclose the difference between 
the meanings of the two words. In Roget's New Millennium Thesaurus, First Edition (v 
1.3.1), a synonym for 'concept' is 'meaning.' 
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These claims must be amended or withdrawn from consideration. 

Claims 10, 13, 23, 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. These claim state the ability to 'determine a 
strength relationship' without an algorithm and a 'probability' engine without a specific 
algorithm which determines the 'probability.' These two claims state the use of two 
formulas which generate the 'strength' and 'probability' but the specification is silent on 
the composition of these formulas. 

These claims must be amended or withdrawn from consideration. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

The term "should be resolved" in claims 10, 13, 23, 26 is a relative term which 

renders the claim indefinite. The term "should be resolved" is not defined by the claim, 

the specification does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and 

one of ordinary skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the 

invention. This phrase in claims 13 and 26 render the claims impotent based on lack of 

results. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 1-7, 14-20, 27-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McCandless in view of Jones. ('Web Advertising', referred to as 
McCandless; 'IndustryNet: A Model for Commerce on the World Wide Web', referred to 
as Jones) 

Claim 1 

McCandless teaches receiving a knowledge item (McCandless, p9, C1:15-29; 
'Keyword' of applicant is equivalent to 'keywords' of McCandless.) identifying 
information to be used in interpreting the knowledge item, the information identified as 
having a predefined relationship with the knowledge item (McCandless, p8, C2:3-10; 
'Identifying information' of applicant is equivalent to 'knowledge about an individual' of 
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McCandless.); determining at least one meaning of the identified information. 
(McCandless, p8, C2:1 1-14; A keyword is used on a search and using personal 
information results are returned. 'Identified information' of applicant is equivalent to the 
search results of the query. 'Determining at least one meaning of the identified 
information 1 of applicant is equivalent to 'direct feedback' of an advertisement which is 
imbedded in the search results of McCandless.) 

McCandless does not teach determining a plurality of meanings of the knowledge 
item selecting at least one of the plurality of meanings using the at least one meaning of 
the identified information; and recording the selected at least one of the plurality of 
meanings as an interpretation of the knowledge item. 

Jones teaches determining a plurality of meanings of the knowledge item 
(Jones, p54, C3:6 through p55:3; 'Determining a plurality of meanings' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'find relevant articles by keyword' of Jones.) selecting at least one of the 
plurality of meanings using the at least one meaning of the identified information 
(Jones, p58, C3:26-55; 'Selecting at least one of the plurality of meaning' of applicant is 
accomplished by using a 'user model' of Jones. 'Meaning of the identified information 1 of 
applicant is equivalent to 'the agent asks the user if the information in the article was 
interesting.); and recording the selected at least one of the plurality of meanings as an 
interpretation of the knowledge item. (Jones, p58, C3:26-55; 'Recording the selected' of 
applicant is equivalent to 'the system stores every piece of information that the user 
chooses to read or ignore as a case' of Jones.) It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the teachings 
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of McCandless by using meanings of a keyword as a search term as taught by Jones to 
determine a plurality of meanings of the knowledge item selecting at least one of the 
plurality of meanings using the at least one meaning of the identified information; and 
recording the selected at least one of the plurality of meanings as an interpretation of 
the knowledge item. 

For the purpose of widening the search parameters. 

Claims 2, 15 

McCandless teaches wherein the knowledge item is a keyword received as input 
to a search engine. (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Keyword' of applicant is equivalent to 
'keyword' of McCandless.) 

Claims 3, 16 

McCandless does not teach wherein the identified information comprises articles. 

Jones teaches wherein the identified information comprises articles. (Jones, p54, 
C3:6 through p55:3; "Article' of applicant is equivalent to 'article' of Jones.) It would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the teachings of McCandless by using articles as a reference as 
taught by Jones to have wherein the identified information comprises articles. 

For the purpose of widening the results using given search parameters. 



Claims 4, 17 
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McCandless teaches wherein the articles comprise an advertisement from an 
advertiser who has bid on the knowledge item. (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Advertiser 
who has bid' of applicant is equivalent to 'advertisers that bids the highest price' of 
McCandless.) 

Claims 5, 18 

McCandless teaches wherein the articles further comprise a web page 
associated with the advertisement. (McCandless, p8, C3:38 through p9, C1:14; 'Web 
page' of applicant is equivalent to 'page' of McCandless. 'Advertisement' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'banner' of McCandless.) 

Claims 6, 19 

McCandless does not teach wherein the identified information further comprises 

data. 

Jones teaches wherein the identified information further comprises data. (Jones, 
p55, C1:4-30; 'Data' of applicant is equivalent to 'specifications' of Jones.) It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the teachings of McCandless by the results of the search can be raw 
data as well as taught by Jones to have wherein the identified information further 
comprises data. 

For the purpose of widening the results using given search parameters. 
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Claims 7, 20 

McCandless teaches wherein the related data comprises cost per click data 
associated with the advertisement. (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Cost per click' of 
applicant is equivalent to 'cost per thousand(CPM)' of McCandless.) 

Claim 14 

McCandless teaches program code for receiving a knowledge item 
(McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Keyword' of applicant is equivalent to 'keywords' of 
McCandless:); program code for identifying information to be used in interpreting the 
knowledge item, the information identified as having a predefined relationship with the 
knowledge item (McCandless, p8, C2:3-10; 'Identifying information' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'knowledge about an individual' of McCandless.); program code for 
determining at least one meaning of the identified information. (McCandless, p8, 
C2:1 1-14; A keyword is used on a search and using personal information results are 
returned. 'Identified information' of applicant is equivalent to the search results of the 
query. 'Determining at least one meaning' of applicant is equivalent to 'direct feedback' 
of an advertisement which is imbedded in the search results of McCandless.) 

McCandless does not teach program code for determining a plurality of 
meanings of the knowledge item; program code for selecting at least one of the plurality 
of meanings using the at least one meaning of the identified information; and program 
code for recording the selected at least one of the plurality of meanings as an 
interpretation of the knowledge item. 
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Jones teaches program code for determining a plurality of meanings of the 
knowledge item (Jones, p54, C3:6 through p55:3; 'Determining a plurality of meanings' 
of applicant is equivalent to 'find relevant articles by keyword' of Jones.); program code 
for selecting at least one of the plurality of meanings using the at least one meaning of 
the identified information Jones, p58, C3:26-55; 'Selecting at least one of the plurality of 
meanings' of applicant is accomplished by using a 'user model' of Jones. 'Meaning of 
the identified information' of applicant is equivalent to 'the agent asks the user if the 
information in the article was interesting.); and program code for recording the selected 
at least one of the plurality of meanings as an interpretation of the knowledge item. 
(Jones, p58, C3:26-55; 'Recording the selected' of applicant is equivalent to 'the 
system stores every piece of information that the user chooses to read or ignore as a 
case' of Jones.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of applicant's invention to modify the teachings of McCandless by using the 
meanings of keyword to broadening the search parameters as taught by Jones to have 
program code for determining a plurality of meanings of the knowledge item; program 
code for selecting at least one of the plurality of meanings using the at least one 
meaning of the identified information; and program code for recording the selected at 
least one of the plurality of meanings as an interpretation of the knowledge item. 

For the purpose of broadening the search parameters. 



Claim 27 
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McCandless teaches receiving a keyword (McCandless, p9, C1:15-29; 
'Keyword' of applicant is equivalent to 'keywords' of McCandless.); identifying 
information to be used in interpreting the keyword (McCandless, p8, C2:3-10; 
'Identifying information' of applicant is equivalent to 'knowledge about an individual' of 
McCandless.), the information identified as having a predefined relationship with the 
keyword (McCandless, p8, C2:3-10; 'Identified information' is equivalent to search 
results of a query of McCandless); determining at least one meaning of the identified 
information. (McCandless, p8, C2:1 1-14; A keyword is used on a search and using 
personal information results are returned. 'Identified information' of applicant is 
equivalent to the search results of the query. 'Determining at least one meaning' of 
applicant is equivalent to 'direct feedback of an advertisement which is imbedded in the 
search results of McCandless.) 

McCandless does not teach selecting at least one of a plurality of meanings of 
the keyword using the at least one meaning of the identified information. 

Jones teaches selecting at least one of a plurality of meanings (Jones, p58, 
C3:26-55; 'Selecting at least one of the plurality of meaning' of applicant is 
accomplished by using a 'user model' of Jones. 'Meaning of the identified information' of 
applicant is equivalent to 'the agent asks the user if the information in the article was 
interesting.) of the keyword using the at least one meaning of the identified information. 
(Jones, p54, C3:6 through p55:3; 'Determining a plurality of meanings' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'find relevant articles by keyword' of Jones.) It would have been obvious to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
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teachings of McCandless by determining the meaning of a keyword as taught by Jones 
to select at least one of a plurality of meanings of the keyword using the at least one 
meaning of the identified information. 

For the purpose of establishing a broader search. 

McCandless teaches matching the keyword to content associated with a web 
page (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Keyword' of applicant is equivalent to 'keyword' of 
McCandless. 'Web page' of applicant is disclosed by a (web) search of McCandless.); 
matching the keyword to an advertisement based at least in part on the selected at least 
one meaning (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Matching the keyword to an advertisement' 
of applicant is illustrated by the 'ad is activated by keywords used in a search' of 
McCandless.); selecting the advertisement to associate with the content (McCandless, 
p8, C3:38 through p9, C1:14; 'Selecting the advertisement' of applicant is equivalent to 
'banner ad is selected' of McCandless.); and outputting the selected advertisement. 
(McCandless, p8, C3:38 through p9, C1:14; 'outputting the selecting the advertisement 1 
of applicant is equivalent to 'banner ad is selected and presented' of McCandless.) 

Claim 28. 

McCandless teaches wherein the identified information comprises text of 
advertisements associated with advertisers who have bid on the keyword. 
(McCandless, p9, C1 : 15-29; 'Keyword' of applicant is equivalent to 'keyword' of 
McCandless. 'Text of advertisements' of applicant is equivalent to 'unique impression is 
a single ad' of McCandless.) 
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Claim 29 

McCandless does not teach wherein the identified information comprises 
destination web pages associated with the advertisements. 

Jones teaches wherein the identified information comprises destination web 
pages associated with the advertisements. (Jones, p56, C1:9-14; 'Destination web 
pages' of applicant is equivalent to 'hyperlink to product details directly from an on-line 
advertisement' of Jones.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the teachings of McCandless by 
using web pages as results as taught by Jones to have wherein the identified 
information comprises destination web pages associated with the advertisements. 

For the purpose of using web pages as a source of advertising. 

Claim 30 

McCandless teaches wherein the identified information comprises other 
keywords bid on by advertisers. (McCandless, p9, C1:15-29; 'Keyword' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'keywords' of McCandless.) 

Claim 31 

McCandless teaches wherein the identified information comprises search results 
associated with the keyword. (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29; 'Identified information' of 
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applicant is equivalent to results of a search. The results of a search is based on a 
keyword.) 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 8-13 and 21-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of McCandless and Jones in view of Lang. (U. S. 
Patent 5867799, referred to as Lang) 

Claims 8, 21 

McCandless and Jones do not teach wherein determining the plurality of 
meanings of the knowledge item further comprises processing the knowledge item to 
determine any known associated concepts. 

Lang teaches wherein determining the plurality of meanings of the knowledge 
item further comprises processing the knowledge item to determine any known 
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associated concepts. (Lang, C1 1:8-1 7; To 'determine any known associated concepts' 
of applicant is achieved by 'probabilistic techniques ... the probability ... satisfies the 
user's information need' of Lang.) It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the combined 
teachings of McCandless and Jones by making the connection from meanings to 
concepts as taught by Lang to determining the plurality of meanings of the knowledge 
item further comprises processing the knowledge item to determine any known 
associated concepts. 

For the purpose of using the concepts to broaden the advertising horizon. 

Claims 9, 22 

McCandless and Jones do not teach wherein the plurality of meanings 
correspond to a plurality of associated concepts and wherein selecting the at least one 
of the plurality of meanings comprises selecting at least one of the associated concepts. 

Lang teaches wherein the plurality of meanings correspond to a plurality of 
associated concepts and wherein selecting the at least one of the plurality of meanings 
comprises selecting at least one of the associated concepts. (Lang, C1 1:8-17, C3:33- 
43; 'Informons' of Lang is equivalent to information filtering in which entities of 
information relevant to the user or having 'meanings' of applicant. Thus the 'meanings' 
of applicant is equivalent to the 'informons' of Lang. The correspondence between 
meanings and concepts of applicant is disclosed by 'the probability that a particular term 
or concept, that occurs in an informon or that the informon satisfies the user's 
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information need' of Lang.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the combined teachings of 
McCandless and Jones by selecting a meaning and corresponding concept as taught by 
Lang to have wherein the plurality of meanings correspond to a plurality of associated 
concepts and wherein selecting the at least one of the plurality of meanings comprises 
selecting at least one of the associated concepts. 

For the purpose of establishing a starting point of advertising marketing 

Claims 10, 23 

McCandless and Jones do not teach establishing a probability for each of the 
plurality of meanings that the knowledge item should be resolved to the one of the 
plurality of meanings; determining a strength of relationship between each of the 
plurality of meanings and the at least one meaning of the identified information; and 
adjusting the probability for each of the plurality of meanings based on the strengths, 
wherein the adjusted probability is used in selecting the at least one of the plurality of 
meanings. 

Lang teaches establishing a probability for each of the plurality of meanings that 
the knowledge item should be resolved to the one of the plurality of meanings (Lang, 
C1 1:1 8-65; 'Establishing a probability' of applicant is disclosed by the formula p(H|D) of 
Lang.); determining a strength of relationship between each of the plurality of meanings 
and the at least one meaning of the identified information(Lang, C1 1:1 8-65; 
'Determining the strength' of applicant is disclosed by the formula '-log (p(D|H)) - 
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log(p(H))' of Lang.); and adjusting the probability for each of the plurality of meanings 
based on the strengths, wherein the adjusted probability is used in selecting the at least 
one of the plurality of meanings. (Lang, C1 1:18-65; 'Adjusting the probability 7 of 
applicant is illustrated by the fact the formula -log (p(D|H)) -log(p(H))' can be 
maximized. This maximization of the formula of Lang is equivalent to 'adjusting the 
probability 1 of applicant.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicants invention to modify the combined teachings of 
McCandless and Jones by using a relationship value between meanings for a possible 
solution as taught by Lang to establish a probability for each of the plurality of meanings 
that the knowledge item should be resolved to the one of the plurality of meanings; 
determining a strength of relationship between each of the plurality of meanings and the 
at least one meaning of the identified information; and adjusting the probability for each 
of the plurality of meanings based on the strengths, wherein the adjusted probability is 
used in selecting the at least one of the plurality of meanings. 

For the purpose of using an associated meaning based on a probability for 
finding a possible solution. 

Claims 11, 24 

McCandless and Jones do not teach wherein the plurality of meanings comprise 
a weighted vector of concepts. 

Lang teaches wherein the plurality of meanings comprise a weighted vector of 
concepts. (Lang, C20: 35-50; 'Weighted vector of concepts' of applicant is equivalent to 
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'the vector Ms, that are related to any concept C, may be looked up' of Lang.) It would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the combined teachings of McCandless and Jones by using the 
industrial standard of weighted vectors as taught by Lang to have wherein the plurality 
of meanings comprise a weighted vector of concepts. 

For the purpose of using established methods and algorithms which use 
weighted vectors for established reliable results. 

Claims 12, 25 

McCandless and Jones do not teach wherein the plurality of meanings comprise 
related clusters of words. 

Lang teaches wherein the plurality of meanings comprise related clusters of 
words. (Lang, C20:35-50; A 'related cluster of words' of applicant can be seen as a 
vector Weighted vector of concepts' of applicant is equivalent to 'the vector Ms, that are 
related to any concept C, may be looked up' of Lang.) It would have been obvious to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
combined teachings of McCandless and Jones by using clustering techniques as taught 
by Lang to have wherein the plurality of meanings comprise related clusters of words. 

For the purpose of using distance between meaning of words to establish 
clusters of words based on a similar meaning. 



Claims 13, 26 
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McCandless and Jones do not teach establishing a probability for each of the 
plurality of meanings that the knowledge item should be resolved in part to the one of 
the plurality of meanings; and establishing a probability for the meaning of the identified 
information that the knowledge item should be resolved in part to the meaning of the 
identified information. 

Lang teaches establishing a probability for each of the plurality of meanings that 
the knowledge item should be resolved in part to the one of the plurality of meanings 
(Lang, C 12: 11-17; 'Establishing a probability for each of the plurality of meanings 1 of 
applicant is equivalent to 'each statistic can be computed for each concept' of Lang.); 
and establishing a probability for the meaning of the identified information that the 
knowledge item should be resolved in part to the meaning of the identified information. 
(Lang, C1 2:26-45; 'Establishing a probability for the meaning of the identified 
information' of applicant is disclosed by the formula 'p(t l|d = () | 1d[Ck])' of Lang.) It would 
have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify the combined teachings of McCandless and Jones by using a 
probability result to find a possible solution as taught by Lang to establish a probability 
for each of the plurality of meanings that the knowledge item should be resolved in part 
to the one of the plurality of meanings; and establishing a probability for the meaning of 
the identified information that the knowledge item should be resolved in part to the 
meaning of the identified information. 

For the purpose of a finding a result to the problem. 
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Response to Arguments 



5. Applicant's arguments filed on May 18, 2007 for claims 1-31 have been fully 
considered but are not persuasive. 



6. In reference to the Applicant's argument: 

This response is filed by Applicants' new representative, at the instruction of the 
assignee, in accordance with Rules 1 .34 and 1 .33. A formal power of attorney will be 
submitted as soon as it is available. 

In response to the final office action dated October 23, 2006, claims 1-3, 6, 8-13, 14-16, 
19, 21-26 and 27-31 are being amended. This includes the claims 1,14 and 27 which 
are independent claims. As such, claims 1-31 are pending. Favorable consideration of 
the amended claims is requested. 



Claim 1 is amended to recite that it is directed to a method for interpreting a knowledge 
item. This is supported by the present disclosure, for example in the description of the 
knowledge item engine 124 and the information locator 134, the information processor 
136, the knowledge item processor 135 and the meaning processor 136. [Paragraphs 
0020-0025]. For example, it is described that the word "apple* 1 can be interpreted to 
associate with a computer company or with a fruit. [0033-0036]. 



Claim 1 is also amended to recite "identifying information to be used in interpreting the 
knowledge item, the information identified as having a predefined relationship with the 
knowledge item". This is supported for example by the description of the information 
locator 134. [0024]. 

Claim 1 is also amended to recite determining at least one meaning of the identified 
information. This is supported for example by the description of block 210 in Figure 2, 
where at least one related meaning is determined. [0035]. 
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Claim 1 is also amended to recite determining a plurality of meanings of the knowledge 
item. This is supported for example by the description of block 206 in Figure 2, where 
the keyword is processed by the knowledge item processor 135. [0032]. 



Claim I is also amended to recite selecting at least one of the plurality of meanings 
using the at least one meaning of the identified information. This is supported for 
example by the description of block 212 in Figure 2, in which the meaning of the 
keyword is determined by the meaning processor 137. [0036]. 

Claim 1 is also amended to recite recording the selected at least one of the plurality of 
meanings as an interpretation of the knowledge item. This is supported for example by 
the description of block 214 in Figure 2, where the meaning of the keyword is 
associated with the keyword and stored. [0044]. 

Similar amendments are made in independent claim 14, which is a corresponding 
computer-program product claim, and in independent claim 27, which is a method claim. 
Corresponding changes are also made in the dependent claims. No new matter is 
added. 

Applicants thank the Examiner for the suggestions regarding claim language made in 
the office action. [Office Action page 2]. The above amendments have been made along 
the lines of the suggestions. However, Applicants are not conceding that the claims 
were deficient. 

Claims 1-31 were rejected under § 101 as being directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. This rejection is rendered moot by the above amendments. However, 
Applicants point out that claim 1 and its dependents are drawn to a method of 
interpreting a knowledge item. Moreover, the method recites "recording the selected at 
least one of the plurality of meanings as an interpretation of the knowledge item". 
Thus, one result accomplished by the method is the recording of such an 
interpretation. This is useful in that the recorded interpretation can be output for some 
purpose, or reused to avoid performing another interpretation. It is also tangible and 
concrete in that it is specifically the "the selected at least one of the plurality of 
meanings" that is being recorded, as opposed to, say, some other meaning or 
something that is not a meaning of the knowledge item. Similarly, independent method 
claim 27 recites outputting of the advertisement. Independent claim 14, moreover, is a 
computer-readable medium that contains code for recording the selected meaning. 
Applicants submit that the claims 1-31 as amended qualify as statutory subject matter 
under § 101. However, Applicants are not conceding that the rejection has merit. 

Examiner's response: 
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Due to recent changes concerning rejections using 35 U.S.C. §101, the 
Examiner is now allowed to use the specification to determine a practical application. 
Paragraphs, 0004 through 0006 illustrate methods in Internet advertising which employ 
keywords, demographic information, category of web page to target clients and their 
needs. The Examiner withdraws the rejection. 



7. In reference to the Applicant's argument: 

Claims 1-9, 11, 12, 14-22, 24 and 25 were rejected under § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. 5,848,396 ("Gerace"). Claims 10, 13, 23 and 26-31 were rejected under § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Gerace in view of U.S. 5,878,223 ("Becker"). These 
rejections are rendered moot by the above amendments. However, Applicants will point 
to the following differences between the present subject matter and the two references. 



The present claim 1 is directed to interpreting a knowledge item. The claim recites 
identifying information to be used in the interpretation, and the determination of a 
meaning of such information. Moreover, the claim recites that the knowledge item is 
determined to have a plurality of meanings, and that at least one of these meanings is 
selected using the meaning of the identified information. The selected meaning is 
recorded as an interpretation of the knowledge item. Applicants submit that Gerace and 
Becker, alone or in combination, do not disclose or suggest an interpretation method 
where information is identified to perform the interpretation, and in which at least one of 
a plurality of meanings is selected using a meaning of the information. 



Gerace is directed to method and apparatus for determining behavioral profile of a 
computer user. Gerace Title. A psychographic profile is formed by recording computer 
activity and viewing habits of the end user; Gerace Abstract. As such, Gerace does not 
disclose interpretation of a knowledge item, or selection among several meanings using 
a meaning of identified information. 
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The portions of Gerace cited in the office action are not to the contrary. The Examiner 
cited to searchable categories as allegedly showing a knowledge item. Gerace 22:58- 
65. But Gerace does not disclose or suggest that the searchable categories are to be 
interpreted, nor does Gerace record an interpretation of any of them, as would be 
required by the present claims. 



The Examiner cited to a page display as allegedly showing the receipt of related 
information. Gerace 9:40-51 . But the display of the search results is not information to 
be used in interpreting the searchable categories, nor does it have a predefined 
relationship with it, as would be required by the present claims. 



The Examiner cited to previously accessed information as allegedly showing a related 
meaning. Gerace 1 1 ; 13-23. But a directory of numbers that the user has previously 
accessed is not a meaning that Gerace uses to choose between a plurality of meanings 
of a knowledge item, nor does it correspond to a meaning of the page display, as would 
be required by the present claims. 



The Examiner cited to information generated when the user logs on as allegedly 
showing a knowledge item meaning. Gerace 6:46-57. But logon information is not a 
meaning that Gerace determines among multiple meanings in the interpretation of a 
knowledge item, nor is the previously accessed information used to determine the logon 
information, as would be required by the present claims. 



Independent claims 14 and 27 have similar language to the portions of claim I 
discussed above. Accordingly, Gerace does not teach or suggest at least the aspects of 
these independent claims. It therefore cannot be said that Gerace anticipates the 
amended claims or renders them obvious. 

Becker discloses a system and method for predictive caching of information 
pages. Becker Title. Becker was cited as allegedly showing the establishment of 
probabilities. As such, the Examiner did not contend that Becker discloses any aspect of 
the independent claims, and Applicants submit that Becker does not do so. However, 
Applicants are not conceding that the characterization of Becker in the Office Action is 
correct. 

Examiner's response: 

Gerace and Becker are no longer used as reference art in this Office Action. 
McCandless and Jones are used for all of the independent claims. 'Keyword' of 
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applicant is equivalent to 'keywords' of McCandless. (McCandless, p9, C1: 15-29) 
'Identifying information' of applicant is equivalent to 'knowledge about an individual' of 
McCandless. (McCandless, p8, C2:3-10) A keyword is used on a search and using 
personal information results are returned. 'Identified information' of applicant is 
equivalent to the search results of the query. 'Determining at least one meaning of the 
identified information' of applicant is equivalent to 'direct feedback' of an advertisement 
which is imbedded in the search results of McCandless. (McCandless, p8, C2:1 1-14;) 
'Determining a plurality of meanings 1 of applicant is equivalent to find relevant articles 
by keyword' of Jones. (Jones, p54, C3:6 through p55:3) 'Selecting at least one of the 
plurality of meaning' of applicant is accomplished by using a 'user model' of Jones. 
'Meaning of the identified information' of applicant is equivalent to 'the agent asks the 
user if the information in the article was interesting. (Jones, p58, C3:26-55) 'Recording 
the selected' of applicant is equivalent to 'the system stores every piece of information 
that the user chooses to read or ignore as a case' of Jones. (Jones, p58, C3:26-55) 
Office Action stands. 

Examination Considerations 

8. The claims and only the claims form the metes and bounds of the invention. 
"Office personnel are to give the claims their broadest reasonable interpretation in light 
of the supporting disclosure. In re Morris, 127 F.3d 1048, 1054-55, 44USPQ2d 1023, 
1027-28 (Fed. Cir. 1997). Limitations appearing in the specification but not recited in 
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the claim are not read into the claim. In re Prater, 415 F.2d, 1393, 1404-05, 162 USPQ 
541, 550-551 (CCPA 1969)" (MPEP p 2100-8, c 2, I 45-48; p 2100-9, c 1, I 1-4). The 
Examiner has the full latitude to interpret each claim in the broadest reasonable sense. 
Examiner will reference prior art using terminology familiar to one of ordinary skill in the 
art. Such an approach is broad in concept and can be either explicit or implicit in 
meaning. 

9. Examiner's Notes are provided to assist the applicant to better understand the 
nature of the prior art, application of such prior art and, as appropriate, to further 
indicate other prior art that maybe applied in other office actions. Such comments are 
entirely consistent with the intent and sprit of compact prosecution. However, and 
unless otherwise stated, the Examiner's Notes are not prior art but link to prior art that 
one of ordinary skill in the art would find inherently appropriate. 

10. Examiner's Opinion: Paragraphs 8 and 9 apply. The Examiner has full latitude 
to interpret each claim in the broadest reasonable sense. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 
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-U. S. Patent 5937392: Alberts 
-U. S. Patent 5895454: Harrington 
-U. S. Patent 5796952: Davis 
-U. S. Patent 5948061: Merriman 
-U. S. Patent 5949419: Domine 

-'Determinants of successful website design: relative importance and 
recommendations for effectiveness': Gehrke 

-'A consumption model for targeted electronic advertising': Dedrick 

-'Web-Analysis: stripping away the hype': Monticino 

-Transforming business in the marketspace': Dutta 

-'A framework for managing web information: current research and future 
directions': Liang 



12. 



Claims 1-31 are rejected. 
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Correspondence Information 

13. Any inquiry concerning this information or related to the subject disclosure should 
be directed to the Examiner Peter Coughlan, whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
5990. The Examiner can be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:15 a.m. to 3:45 
p.m. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor David Vincent can be reached at (571 ) 272-3080. Any response to this 
office action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 

Washington, D. C. 20231; 
Hand delivered to: 

Receptionist, 

Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 
401 Dulany Street, 
Alexandria, Virginia 2231 3, 

(located on the first floor of the south side of the Randolph Building); 
or faxed to: 

(571) 272-3150 (for formal communications intended for entry.) 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have any questions 
on access to Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866-217-9197 (toll free). 




Peter Coughlan 



6/26/2007 
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